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Current Topics. 


Brigadier-General Edward N. Whitley. 

WE ARE glad to hear that Lt.-Col. Epwarp N. WaiIt.ey has 
adier-General. Mr. WHITLEY 
Messrs. Hirst, WHITLEY, & 
and we gave some particulars 


been promoted rank of Brig 
is a member of the firm of 
AKEROYD, solicitors, of Halifax, 
his career last year, when he was awarded a C.M.G. as one 
the 1916 Birthday Honours (60 SoxiciTors’ JouRNAL, pp 
560) as been at the Western front for two years 
mentioned in despatches And it 
his connection 


ol 


three time 

: ith satisfaction that the fact 

with the Territorial Force has not been a bar to high promotion, 

We are not sure whether any other solicitor has so far been 

raised to the same rank 

The Late Professor Salmond. 

Ir 1s with the deepest regret that lawyers who care for the 

interests of their profession will have learned of 

Only fifty-four years 


academic 
Professor SALMOND’S untimely death 
of age, the late jurist had been for nearly a decade a law 
officer in New Zealand, and for nearly twenty years one of the 
most distinguished of English jurists 3ut unlike most other 
men whose fame rests mainly on their scholarship and 
writings, Professor SALMOND was a busy practitioner and a suc 
cessful advocate, no less than a great jurist, although the forum 
in which he achieved fame was that of a somewhat remote 
colony. His treatise on the Law of Torts is perhaps the greatest 
monument to his name; its s holarly precision, as well as its 
brilliant criticism of principles sometimes too hastily accepted 
has given it a unique position 
among modern text-books on law. The late Professor GRay’s 
Rule of Perpetuities is, perhaps, the only other recent law- 


as sound in normal treatises, 


| book in our language which the academic world of lawyers can 


His treatise on Jurisprudence, 
too, is a great and original work. Essentially reasonable 
and practical, it discards at once the somewhat narrow 
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doctrinarism of the Austinian School, the metaphysical un- day after receipt of the notice—this being “‘ the appointed day” 
reality of German Vaturrecht, and the rather cumbrous —is deemed to be enlisted and transferred to the Reserve under 
historical methods of Maine and Maititanp. The student who | section 1 of the second Act. The new Bill mentions no age. 
wishes to grasp the real meaning of juristic institutions must go | limits, but apparently the result is that a man who attains 
to SALMonD’s work forty-one before ‘‘the appointed date’’ is not within the 
| statute. The ‘‘appointed date’’ is defined by the first 

War Savings. section of the second Act as meaning “‘as respect n who 

We are glad to call attention to the letter we print else- | come within the operation of this section after tlie 
where from the President of the Law Society, inclosing a letter | this Act, the thirtieth day after the date on wh \ 
from the Lord Mayor, asking for help in the War Savings | come within the operation of this section.’’ The section 
movement The actual help which can be rendered will depend | expressly excludes from enlistment and transfer to tlie Reserve 
on the nature of the scheme which the Executive Committee | any man, otherwise within it, ‘‘ who has attained the age of 
are preparing, but the circumstances of the times—dark they | forty-one years before the appointed date.’’ The preta- 
may be, but only dark before the approaching dawn—empha tion of this provision has already arisen in connectic th the 
position of rejected men receiving a pink form before lst 
Septe mber, 1916, under section 3 (2) of the second Act 
readers of our articles on ‘‘ Military Service ’’ w 








size the ne ity of a ready response 
Relief Work in Belgium. 
and Germany there was some doubt as to the in the case of such men is not 26th Jun 
relief work in Belgium; but a month ago it | ‘r, 1916, and the same principle clearly ay 
that the American members of the Neutral | v Bill. We may add that, unless the Army Cor 
ild remain in Belgium Messages from | wise directs, officers and men thus recalled to set 


Amsterdam which we print elsewhere from j receive their former rank 


' 
' 
| 
Upon THe rupture of diplomatic relations between the F the Army Council have accepted the view that the 


th hew, however, that the increasing tension of the | 
relatio between the United States and Germany has made | Accidents During Employment. 
th ipossible, and Mr. Brann Warttock, the United States Ir 18 to be hoped that Thom v. Sinclair (ante, p. 350 
Minister at Brussels, and the American relief workers in | 1917, W. N. 97) marks the turning point in an artificial mode 
Belgium are to be withdrawn. At the same time, the relief | of interpreting the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1906, which 
work will continue under the patronage of the Queen of the has gone far to defeat its plain intent during the t three 
Netherlands and the King of Spain, and it is satisfactory to| years. A fish-worker in Scotland was packing herrings ina 
read that Dutchmen, and perhaps other neutrals, will take up | shed belonging to her employer. A wall was being erected on 
the work which the Americans are now compelled to abandon a neighbour’s property ; it fell and seriously injured the woman 
Common sense says at once, that here we have an “‘ accident’ 
Civil Conscription. which arises ‘‘ out of ’’ and ‘‘in the course of ’’ the woman’s 
Ar THE time when conscription was under consideration we employment, so as to entitle her to statutory compensation 
pointed out that in principle compulsory civil service was indis under section 1 of the Act. But a host of recent decisions 
tinguishable from compulsory military service, and when one have suggested a subtler view of these words. There has grown 
has been introduced, it is only a question of expediency whether | UP 4 doctrine which substantially means this: An acci ent does 
the other should follow suit We print on another page | "ot arise ‘‘ out of ’’ an employment unless the employed person 
a further article from the Marvard Law Magazine for | 8 subjected to some special risk, while engaged at hi work, of 
January, which we laid under contribution last week, in which | incurring such accidents—some risk which the public at large 
the principle of legal liability for civil servic: is worked out | i" his vicinity would not suffer equally with him. The cottish 
in considerable detail. We by no means desire to hasten com- | Courts were reluctantly compelled by the supposed authority 
pulsory industrial service, nor to prejudice the question as to and in pursuance of this u/tra-subtle dogma to hold that the 
its advisability In fact, the question is eventually, what is the fish-worker could not receive compensation ; for her injury was 
best practical way of ensuring full national effort Executive | due to the unstablé state of a neighbouring building, and the 
functions and Government de ‘partments we must have, but instability of that building cannot be imputed to the circum- 
there comes a point when the multiplication of departments | stance that a fish business was being carried on in a shed near 
and officials spells waste and inefficiency: and there is the | it » But the House of Lords has refused to push |! 
greater probabi ity of this when the multiplication woes on in | alleged logic, to an extreme which shocks common se! 
a hurry. Moreover, civil compulsion, though it has not the | @¢cident, they say, was caused by a peril attache to the 
harshness of military conscription, may, like that, run counter | P4rticular locality in which the woman had necessa1 to do 
to individual opinion and be a source of disaffection and conse- | her employer’s work, and therefore it must be regarded as 
quent weakne irising out of that work. 





The New Military Service Bill. Criminal Appeals from India, 

THE NEW Military Service Bill, the text of which has just THe Judicial Committee of the Privy Council is not a Court 
been issued, resembles in form the previous measure—that is | of Criminal Appeal ; or, rather, it does not advise his M ijesty 
to say, it brings certain excluded ieee within the operation | jin Council to review criminal verdicts as he rev civil 
of the two existing Acts. The classes in question are three. | verdicts. So the Board has decided many time It has 
and include all those men of military age who were excluded expressed once again the reasons for its decision in Da/ Singh 
from liability for physical reasons, namely (a) Home | vy. The King-Emperor (ante, p. 351). But the King in Council 
Service Territorials not suited for foreign service (first Act. will in certain cases interfere to override verdicts at criminal 
Schedule 1, 3rd exception); (b) men (and officers) who have | trials given in the non-self-governing parts of the Empire, 
left the Army on account of disablement or ill-health (i+id., | where the Crown in Council, and not the Crown in Parliament, 
5th exception); and (c) rejected men (ihid., 6th exception) is the final depositary of sovereignty. The Board wi!! inter 
The Army Council may send to any such man a notice requir- | fere if there has been some great and manifest departure from 
ing him to present himself for re-examination within not less | the settled principles of justice or the fundamental rules of 
than seven d , and on being sent such notice, any man to | criminal procedure, such that this violation of right must not 
whom it is sent ‘‘ shall, as from the date of the notice. be | »« all lowed to become a precedent. In other words, it is tl pub- 
deemed to come within the operation of section 1 of the lic mischief caused by a precedent which violates natural justice 
Military Service Act, 1916 (Session 2) . . . and the Military | and destroys public confidence in the fairness of His Ms rjesty’s 
Service Act, 1916, -_ apply accordingly.’’ The effect of | courts, and not any wrong done to an individual or any mis- 
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words appears t > that any such man, on the thirtieth | te aken interpretation of a rule of law, which is the occasion f the 
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interference which ‘alone the Board will advise. A mere mis- 
ake of fact is not enough, nor even a perverse verdict, nor a 
pistake of law. Still less is a mere departure from the 
technicalities of procedure important, though it is in the 
interests of justice that these be preserved. There must be 
one thing more—namely, a ‘‘ violation of natural justice.’’ It 


follows that Dal Singh v. The King-Emperor had no chance of | 


success 
appeal, had supported the verdict of the Court below by com- 

ing the evidences of witnesses given at the trial with their 
earlier statements recorded in police diaries. This practice is 
forbidden by section 172 of the Indian Penal Code, and wisely 
forbidden on grounds of policy, for confessions made to the 


In this case an Indian Appeal Court, in a murder | 


: — 
police in India have too often been obtained by methods of 


torture, which throw suspicion on their value in all cases. 
Here, then, was a grave irregularity, a distinct breach of a 
tatutory rule. But it is not,a ‘‘ violation of natural justice,’’ 
merely the breach of a local statutory prohibition, and so the 
Judicial Committee refused to interfere 


The Priorities of Equitable Incumbrancers. 
AN INTERESTING decision on the priority of equitable incum- 
brancers was given by Eve, J., in Jones v. Cooke-Hill’s Trustee 


(Weekly Notes, 1917, p. 73) The question was considered 
rently by NEVILLE, J., in Coleman v. London County and 
Westminster Bank (1916, 2 Ch. 353), on which we commented 


at the time (60 Soticrtrors’ JourNAL, 776), and both cases 
illustrate the rule that, as between equitable incumbrancers, 
he whose charge is first in point of time prevails, unless he has 
by some act or omission forfeited his primd facte right of 
priorit Taylor v. London and County Banking Co (1901, 
2 Ch. 260). In Coleman’s case the title to debentures 
was in question, the first equity in time being that of a 
eestui que trust under a settlement, and it was contended that 
he had forfeited his priority by reason of the trustee’s omission 
to register the transfer of the debentures to himself. The 
result was that the settlor, who got the debentures back into 
her possession, was able to create a charge upon them to a 
bank. But the trustee’s omission to register was not a matter 
for which the cestud que trust was responsible, and his prior 
equity prevailed. In the present case the question depended 
oathe possession of the title deeds. The owner of real property 
A, gave to B a memorandum of deposit to secure £1,000, but 
the deeds were not handed to B, but were left in the custody of 
C, who was B’s solicitor Subsequently A conveyed the pro- 
perty to C, and C deposited the deeds with W to secure £1,000 
This deposit. was without notice of the prior equitable mortgage 
toB. B died, and the plaintiffs were his executors. Clearly 
B's charge was entitled to priority over W’s, unless B had by his 
conduct forfeited his priority. The only negligence charged 
against him appears to have been that he had left the deeds 
with his solicitor. But this could hardly be treated as negli- 
gence, and Eve, J., held that his security was not postponed. 
It is, of course, negligence for an equitable mortgagee, if he is 
entitled to the deeds, not to vet them in (Farrand v. Yorkshire 
Banking Co., 40 Ch. D. 182); or to part with them without 
sufficient reason, and so enable a further security to be created 
(Waldron v. Sloper, 1 Drew. 193); but in each case the conduct 
of the first equitable mortgagee must be considered, and he is 
oly postponed if he does an act or omits a duty, and the 
subsequent mortgagee gets the deeds in consequence of such 


Union Bank of London Vv Kent (39 Ch D . 


92 


aw 


at Or omission: 
p. 245). 


A Scottish Marriage. 

Mackie v. Mackie (54 Se. L. R. 250) is an interesting 
addition to the Scottish law of marriage. The headnote is as 
Tollows -‘ Promise sihse quente copula constitutes marriage, 
It is therefore competent to being an action of declarator of 
stich marriage after the death of one of the spouses The only 
Conseg uence of such death is that the promise can only be 
proved by writ The action was brought by a young woman 
for a declarator that she was, on 17th September, 1914, law- 





fully married to one Mackie, a lance corporal in the Royal 
Highlanders. The action was undefended, and the case of 
the pursuer was that had been duly constituted 
between her and Mackie by promise “ subsequente copula.” 
Mackie and the pursuer were in the same condition of life. 
She had been acquainted with him for some years, and was 

In October, 1913, they became 
cagement ring, but the marriage 
he would 
ved in the 


marriage 


well known to hig relations 
engaged ; he gave her an e1 
was not to take place until after two years, 
Having set 
Territorial was mobilized with his 
regiment, which was drafted to France, and he was there killed 
in action in June, 1915. The pursuer stated that, relying on 
his promise of marriage, she, in 1914, and in 
March, 1915, allowed him to cohabit with her, and that as the 
result a child in December, 1915 The question 
before the Court Session was whether they ought to hold, 
following the opinion of Lord FRaser, his book on 
‘* Husband and Wife,’’ that the promise and cohabitation did 
not, without constitute but gave the 
woman a right to have the marriage solemnized, 
decree of declarator took the place of an order for the solemniza 
In this view the Court, being unable to 
order a dead man to solemnize an 
able to declare that he was married at a date subsequent to his 
death. But the Court of boldly disregarded the 


opinion of Lord Fraser, and held that there was on the facts a 


when 
have saved enough to furnish a house 
Forces before the he 


war 


September, 


was born 


of 


in 


hie rely 
and that a 


more, marriage, 


tion of the marriage 


rriage, would be equally un 


Session 


valid marriage in the lifetime of the deceased. We are not 
disposed to challenge this decision, but it must, we think, be 
admitted that it favours secrecy and informality to a degree 


We entirely agree with the observa 
sort, where 


which is liable to abuse 
tion of the Lord Justice Clerk, 
an action is brought after the death of the husband, it will be 
necessary for the Court to scrutinize more particularly and 


that in cases of this 


more carefully, if possible, the evidence which is adduced than 
may be necessary in other cases 


Irremovability and Settlement. 

THE PooR, we are told, are always with us. So is the Poor 
Law, with all ite curious historical anomalies derived from the 
Tudor Law of Parochial Settlement and the Elizabethan prin- 
ciple of parochial] rating. A recent case illustrates once more 
the needless trouble and expense which constantly arise owing 
to disputes between one union and another as to the “irre 
movability ’’ or the “‘ settlement '’ of a pauper. In Daventry 
Union v. Coventry Union (1916, W. N. 431) the pauper had 
originally been settled, as an infant residing with his father, in 
a parish of the Daventry Unioy. But in December, 1901, his 
parents and he migrated to a parish of the Barford Union, and 
there resided continuously til] April, 1905—a period of about 
three and a half years. Later on they moved elsewhere, but 
never resided long enough to acquire a ‘‘settlement’’ in any 
other union, and in 1913 the pauper became chargeable to the 
Coventry Union. Now, the latter, since the pauper had no set- 
tlement within its area, is entitled to send him back to the union 
where he was last legally settled. Was that union Daventry or 
Barford? The former is liable until the person born and settled 
in it has acquired a settlement elsewhere. Had he acquired 
such a settlement in Barford Union? This depends on the 
interpretation of the Divided Parishes Act, 1876, s. 34, which 
enables a person to acquire a new settlement in anew parish by 
virtue of three vears’ continuous residence in it, such that in 
each year he acquired the status of “‘ irremovability ’’ in that 
parish After one year’s residence in non-pauper conditions 
& person acquires ‘‘ irremovability,’’ but it takes three years of 
such residence to acquire a settlement. Now, the pauper and his 
father had resided three years in the area of Barford Union, and 
were primd facie settled there But in the first year the 
residence of the father had been interrupted for one week, 
during which he was a hospital patient in another parish. Did 
this interruption of one week disqualify that year from being 

resid sr 9 


one of the three necessary vears of ‘‘ irremovable lence 
settlement 


The Divisional Court said ‘‘ No and the 
Barford Union was held to be valid 


An 


so 
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all dutie 


the date 
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H/ 


Notes, 1917, p 
vill in 1911, and died December, 


and these words fixed the paynient of the leg 


up to which, and not beyond, duties were to be 
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So_icitors’ JourRNAL, 567) there 
Re Palmer (supra) to restrict the pa 
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able. -At present the case is only shortly reported, and the 
learned Judge distinguished Re Ntoddart (supra). But the 
exact reason for the distinction must await a fuller report 
Possibly the distinction depended oh the testatrix surviving 
the commencement of the Finance Act, 1914, though it is not 
could h effect. Indeed, the fact 
that the new duty was her death would 
to be a reason for including it in her will Unless there wert 


clear how this have any su 
hn existence at seem 


some special words in the will, the decision seems like a ‘* throw 


bac k ’’to Re Sna pe (su pre &® and to be based on consideration 
f conveniene, 

Lastly, there is Re ve 
before, and the death of the testatrix after, the Finance Act, 
1914 led legacy of £8,000, and directed that 
all legacies should be duty The leg 
successive interests in the £8,000 was payable at the same rate. 
and was The 1916. 
the question was whether the estate duty then payable fell on 
As rBURY, J who had he lore him a trans¢ ript 
of the judgment in Re D’Ovley (s pra), held that that dic 
not apply, and that the duty was payable out of residue Of 
the previous cases Re Hatch (s 
The practical effect seems to be that a direction to pay a settled 
legacy free of duty will throw all future duties arising during 

special in 
notwith 


(supra), in which also the will was 


She gave a sett 
tree ot 


acy duty on the 


paid at once tenant- for life died in and 


residue or not 


/pra) seems to be most in } oint 


} 
| 


the settlement on the residue, and it requires some 


contrary result, 


after the 


dications in the will to produce 
standing t 


after his death 


té stator’s will ol 


i 
hat the duties are imposec 


Acts. 


TRIBUNALS. 


The Military Service 
[X.—TuE PROCEDURI 


We do not propose to discuss at leneth the procedure laid down 
by the Military Service R (Amendment) Order, 
1916 (Statutory Rule 1916, No. 342 [R. 85}) 
Every practitioner bunals, of will obtain a 
copy ol these Reg 
to a 
Tribunal, 


OF MILITARY 


fvulations 
and Orde1 

before T1 
ulations A brief summary, with references 
few cases decided, either in, the Courts or by the Central 
will be sufficient We will th (A) Local 
Tribunals, (B) Appeal and Central and (C) 
Judicial Control of Tribunal! 


cou! 


deal with 


Tribunals, 


A LocaL TRIBUNALS 
The following points require particular attention 
(1) Preserihed Form ol Nofices 


applications and other proceedings 


king, all 


before Tribunals must be 


Generally spea 


made on the forms prescribed by the Locai Government Board, 


which can be obtained from the Clerk to the Tribunal (Regula 
tion 7) This 
perative ; so that where the pre 
rule, any notice which is in sub 


howe er, 1s directory, not im 


obtained 


requirement, 
cribed form cannot be 


in time to comply with any 
J 


stance satisfactory will be sufficient: R. v. Lincolnshire A ppeal 


T) Lunal, ha parte Stubhins (830 J. P. 465) 


2) Publicity of Proceeding The Regulations contem 
plate that cases shall be conducted in public, but power is 
reserved to the Tribunal to conduct in private, if they so 


decide, the whole or any part of the proceedings (Regulation 
+). The Local Government Board Instructions (R 
9) suggest that or other person concerned in a 
case requests, for good reasons, that the pre 
he uld be granted 


36, pat 
where a party 
should be 


( eeding 


Busine 


conducted in private, his request 


or domestic disclosures are suggested in the Local Government 
Board Memorandum as an example of a ‘ od reason.’’ The 


ting the decision of any 


(3) Presence or Vilita Representative du ng pri r 
leliberation of Tribunal The Military Kepresentative ought 
not to be present when such a private deliberation takes place 
and the Court has s« ntimated : though in t ) leu NW 
stances of the case it refused to quash a n made whet 


“fact, been present at a 


Glan organshire A ppe al 


the Military Representative had, in 
private deliberation on a claim: PR 








Tribunal (1917, W. N. 26). No claim to be present as of right 
was made for the Military Representative, and the Court said 


that, had such a claim been made, the Court would have inter 
fered The Attorney-General said that instructions had been 
given to Military Representatives to respect in future the rule 


laid down by the Court 


(4) / ce It for the Local Tribunal to determine 
what evidence shall be taken to elucidate the facts of each case 
Memorandum, R. 36, par. 8). The applicant has a right to be 
heat lf he neither appears in person, nor sends a representa 
tive, | has the ¢« ption ot making written repre entations The 
parties may be represented by a lawyer, whether solicitor or 
ouns f ) 

») Locus NStane to 7 e applicatio On this point 
neither the Statutes nor the Regulations are clear The Local 
Government Board Memorandum (R. 36, par. 18), suggest 
that 

1) the man to be exempted may apply (apparently on 


iny of the six grounds) 


b) if he is unable to be present, from ill health or other 
use, someone else may apply as his representative on his 
he ; 

) an employe may apply for a workman whom it 1s 
in the national interest to retain in any employment. 


Apparently either an actual or a prospective employer can 


do thi 
1) The head of an institution (college, school, &c.) may 
make an application for any person in his care 
opinion that any person dependent on a man 


We are ot 
| ervice has a statutory right to apply that he be ex 
empted on the ground of domestic hardship; but there is no 


Regulation or decision governing the point, except a Central 


Tribunal dee 
hi irdship to the man 


hear Case (a) 


ision (case 68), that an employer can apply on the 


I ina 


(6) Tribunal to The short rule is that 


app tions on grounds of employment must be made to the 
Tribunal of the area in which the business is situated ; those on 
persona rounds to that of the locality in which the man 

ides (Regulations 10 ef seq.); a second application on any 
yrou hould be made to the first Tribunal 


lor a the Local 


a subsequent application to 


applie man to 


lox lity, 


empioyel 


») W here au 
Tribunal of his business 


himself on a personal 


other Local Tribunal by the man 

round should be made to the former Tribunal, whether or not 
t man resides there (Regulation 12; Central Tribunal 
1) l case 73) 


, where a second application concerns 
with which the first Tribunal 

pecial directions as to the 
the Local Government Board 


) In exceptional « ise 
in occupation, & 
lication fot 


particulars of 


hould be made to 


7) ¢ unds of A pplicatio The notice of claim should 
‘t forth the grounds correctly, a well as the reasons for the 
laim But where the reasons disclose a valid ground not 
ecified on the notice—e.g., reasons disclose a certified occupa 
on or naispel bilit whiere cround alleged ] pet onal 


hould not reject the claim as 


} n but amend the form and consider it (case 
71) 
8) Certified Occupatu The Regulations relating to 
Certihed O 1 tior are omewhat pe uliar, and are of such 
importance that we print in full the clauses which 
ke leparture from the normal procedure laid down for 
I f The are ontained in Section V. of the Military 
Se} e Regulations Order | R. 85 It. should be noted that, 
Ie lation 5 provides for the issue ol a certificate of 
to an applicant claiming to be in a certified occupa 
tlo t/ Vilitary Represent e gives written notice of 
I, je nevert hel the Courts have held that the Tribunal 
{ ence of such object ha lf inherent jurisdiction 


fied on the evidence that the 


or principal occupation of the 
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applicant (2. v. Grimsby Tribunal, Ex parte Daley, 1917, 
W.N. 66: and Rk Hampshire Appeal Tribunal, Ex parte 
Handley, 1917, W 67) 

4. Upon receiving an appli 
in with these Re 
forthwith forward the duplicate form 
representative 

>. If five 
application 
euch 
of 
itary 


N 
ati under this Sectic 
the Le 


application to the military 


mn n duly made 


rdance gulations, Iribunal shall 


of 


Ta al 


lear the 
representative, 
d by the Tribunal 
been ved by the Local Tribunal from 
the Tribunal shal/, if they are satisfied 
vriting as to the man's principal or usual occu 


aays ifter the day on wil n 
has be to the 
extended may be all 


luy licate form 


ol sent or 


u 


en military 


thin time Ga uw no 


notice 
the mil 


by a 


object n nas 


recel 
representative, 
statement in 
pation, signed, if 
if the man is not a 
by other evider 
principal and usu 
a certihcate 
this Sectic 
6. Within five 
form of ippli 
military repres¢ 


y 
d by tne 


man 18 an empl ved 
n employed person, by 
factory to the 

ipation 18 one olf 


ut 


mm, t 
y the man himself, or 
Tribunal, that the man’s 
the certified occupations, 
hearing the parties to an application 


pers y his employer 

or 
eati 

il 

grant 

under n 

the 
by 


eur 


ear days 


day 


the 


n which the duplicate 
ation has been sent Local Tribunal to the 
ithin h extended time may be 
the military representative may de/iver 
rribunal that upon the application under 
ction for a of exemption he will contend that 
(4) The man’s principal and usual occupation not fact 
of the certified o that 
h) Notwith man 
occupati 


necessary 


atter 


ntat ‘ ; u ‘la 


allou al 
to the 


certificate 


/ 
notice 
this 


In writin 
ee 
18 in 
upations, or 
that the 
certified occupations, 
interests that he 


standing Ss 


and usual 
is no longer 
in 


principal 
it 
should 


me ot the 


m is 
In the nation 
civil employment 
Where 
Local 
the question 
the 
que 
if exe m pti 
the 


continue 
7 
the 
of 
for 
// 


cate 


such noti given by the military representative, 
rribunal shall give notice in writing to the applicant 
to be raised on his application and shall fix a date 
of the application and the question so raised 

or nly need. the Tr l shall qrant a certif 
nit they are satiahed that the principal and usual 


spect of it raised 


hearit 


hune 

oe u pation of 

the certihed o cupat 
If questi / 


question ! 


man re whom 12 is one of 


whet 

ribunal shall 

rdance with the 
f exemption 


n ier alone or in con ty with 


ot 


pune 


certificate 


aT 
grant or refuse a 
of the 
absolute, 
best 
granted 
‘ pe 
the 


exemption 
8. A certificate 
temporary, the Local 
1 certificate of exen ion 
dition that shall 7 
on an aj plree made 
of the Ti ll 
thall b hna 
Where s ¢ ! 
which it 
No certifi 
tion mad / 


to whom it 


im acco mMeTifta case 


may be 
Tribunal think 
he 
renewable wy 
with the leave 


nting ¢ refuea 


conditional, 
suited to the crs¢ 
subject to the 
fo variation 
/ribunal Lhe 
this pro 
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uf ‘ reept 
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nq lear 
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Rie, unde; on 
ranted, the conditions 
stated on the certificate 

aranted ) 
n shall be conditional upon a 
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litional certificate is 
ted shall be 
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. upon 
rrat 
ite 


nder 


on im pursuance of a 


applica 
fi perso 


into employmer 


n 
t 


is granted ntinuing or 


entering 


Reviews. 
Stamp Duties. 


Tue Law or Stamp Dvties on Deeps ANp OTHER [NSTRUMENTS. By 
E. N. Apr, of the Solicitor’s Department, Inland Revenue 
Barrister-at-Law. REVISED AND ENLARGED by ARTHUR REGINA 
RvDALL, Barrister-at-Law. Wit Notes on Practice, by HERBER 
WILLIAM JORDAN FOURTEENTH EDITION Jordan & 
Limited 


~ 


Alpe’s Stamp Duties is well known as an indispensable hand 
book for the practitioner ; and we are glad to see a new edition 
The increase of the old stamp duties and the introduction of new 
ones which have taken place cf recent years—in particular und 
the Finance Act, 1910—has made it essential in all transactions 
to bear in mind the expense in which the client may be involved 
In no department has this been felt more than in the preparatior 
of voluntary settlements and deeds of family arrangements, and 
one of the most difficult tasks is to secure that a deed which 
effect is a family arrangement, and is not fairly within the scope of 
the Voluntary Settlement Duty, shall escape payment of an a 
alorem £1 duty. In practice we believe the officials at Somerset 
House take a reasonable view of such cases, but, none the less, the 
conveyancer has to be on his guard. The feature of “ Alpe’’ is the 
clear style in which the duties are presented and the practical 
notes which explain them and facilitate the lawyer's task. The 
note, for instance, on the duties payable on “conveyance on sale 
on the formation of a company may be said to have become classic ; 
and a note of almost equal value is that which explains the duties 
payable under a marriage settlement. The present edition main 
tains the well-known character of the work. 


n 


Books of the Week. 


Parliament. — Parliamentary Practice: A Treatise on the 
Law, Privileges, Proceedings, and Usage of Parliament, By Si: 
THoMas rrsktne May, K.C.B., D.C.L., Clerk of the House of 
Commons and Bencher of the Middle Temple. 12th Edition 
Edited by T LonspaLe Wesster, C.B., Second Class Assistant in 
the House of Commons. Butterworth & Co, 52s. 64. 
Parliament. — Dod’s Parliamentary Companion for 1917 
85th Year (93rd Issue). Whitta ker & Co. 5s. net. 
Insurance.—The Insurance Blue Book and Guide for 1917 
Percival Marshall & Co. 


9 
os 





Correspondence. 





under any 
lishment 
Alteration d 
(9) Form of A pplication 
duplicate on Forms 41 or 


specified employer or in any specified place estab 


or 


are prints 


I in italies, 
Application must 

12 | Prescribed Forms]. 
separate form each, except in the case of a list of 
applied for by a firm, &e 
(10) Ete, of Time The Tribunal can extend the time 
for an overdue application if they think it reasonable, on the 
ground of either absence of the man 
sufficient. « The Tribunal cannot 
claiming a renewal (case 70) 
_ (it) De ) of Tribunal The decision of the 
Tribunal I t be forthwith communicated in writing by the 
rribunal to the applicant and to the Military Representative 
(Regulation 17) A certificate must then issued to the | 
applic ant if exemption is granted; but it shall not be issued | 
until expiry of the period within which the Military 
Representative can appeal (¢/id.). The Divisional Court has | 
held that a verbal decision of the Tribunal. not vet reduced | 
into writing, can be recalled within the time limited for appeal | 
and replaced by a written decision in a contrary sense: # 
Central Tribunal, Ex parte Sydall (Times. 3rd February) 

(12) Refusal to Rehear Where a Local Tribunal refuses to 
rehear a case on appli 30 to do, it exercises an absolute | 
right of discretion » doing, 

Jlertho é 


R ‘ 
W 117) 


be in 
and on a 


employees 


abroad 
extend 


or any other 


Lu the time for 


the 


be 


Vv 


tion 


al to rehear is not 


Hive , w ; / ‘ ih 4 


and its refu 
appealable 


Hills (1916 


V 
xr 


a 


hoped I would not fail to cal 


to prepare 


th: 


War Savings. 
(To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly It porter. } 


Sir, 1 have been asked by the Lord) Mayor to assist him and 
his Committee for War Savings in the Metropolis to obtain help 
from members of the Law Society towards indicating the need for 
war This object, 1 feel, can be attained through the 
medium of your valuable columns. 

| inclose a letter which I have received from the Lord Mayor 
n the subject, and only need add that I should feel personal!) 
greatly obliged to any member of the Law Society who will com 
municate with the Hon. Secretary of the Metropolitan Committee 
for War Savings at the Mansion House, and place his services at 
the disposal of that committee for the purposes indicated in the 
Lord Mayor's letter.—I am, Sir, yours faithfully, 

Tuomas Ecoar, President. 

Law Society's Hall, Chancery-lane, London, W.C. March 26 


savings 


The following is the letter referred to :— 
Lornp Mayor's COMMITTEE 
The Mansion House, London, E.C., 
22nd ‘March, 1917 
Esq., President, 
iety’s Hall, Chancery lane, W-C. 2. 
I recall that in your letter of the 26th February } 
upon your s0« iety whenever I considers 
services might be usefully employed for the national well-being 
ve now received a reque st from the Chancellor of the Excheq ie! 
that the Metropolitan Committee which was formed for the purposes 
War Loan should be continued in order to stimulate the War Saving: 
vement. At my invitation the civic representatives in the Great 
idon area met recently at the Mansion House to consider the Chan 
anal it v as unanimously decided to continue the Con 
purpose. An Executive Committee has been appointed 
carry out a scheme which will be put into operation af 
moment, 


Sing 


My 


dea 


the 
m 
Lor 
as 
or 


mittee for 


request, 
thi 
and 


earliest possi rle 
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One of the directions in which I am of opinion this Committee can 
most effectively operate is in the seiting up of a panel of speakers who 
are competent to give short addresses on the need for War Savings, and 
who will be able to spare a few hours every now and then in different 
parts of our area. This would not necessarily entail a fixed number of 
hours of work on given days, but it would be of the utmost assistance 
to be able to supply speakers at a few days’ notice for the campaigns 
which it is proposed to carry out. 

Many members of your society rendered very valuable service in con 
nection with the War Loan Campaign, and this fact, coupled with the 
kind suggestion in your letter of the 26th February, emboldens me once 
more to ask if you would bring this appeal to their notice, with a request 
that as many as are living or working in the Greater London area, 
who feel that they could occasionally spare even a little time to help us, 
would communicate with the Honorary Secretary (Mr. A. F. May) at this 
midress stating as near as they can what assistance they think they 
could render. 

It is suggested that when the panel is formed, the voluntary helpers 
will be called together in order to give an explanation of the methods 
which it is desired may be uniformly followed by all speakers. 

{ am confident that you and the members of your society fully appre 
ciate the great urgency and importance attaching to rapid growth of 
the War Savings movement, which will tend to relieve the financial and 
economic strain of the war. 

Believe me, yours very truly, 
W. H. Duxy, Lord Mayor. 





CASES OF THE WEEK. 
Court of Appeal. 


REX v. HOME SECRETARY. Lv parte THE DUKE OF CHATEAU 
THIERRY. No. 2. 28th February; 16th March. 
ALIFN—DEPORTATION—SUBJECT ALLIED STATE 
rINATION—ALIENS RESTRICTION Act, 1914 (4 4% 

SUB-SECTION (1 ALIENS RESTRICTION CONSOLIDATED 


9 


or Des 
im, & %, 
REGULATIONS, 


SELECTION 
5 Geo, 5, e. 


OF 


Restriction Act. 
) 


of the Aliens 
restrictions 


(1) 

wm po f aliens, 
[Order m Council] . . c) for the 
‘nited Kingdom.” { deportation order dated 23rd November, 
1916, signed by the Home Secretary, was made 
military age who had been resident in England ordey 
did which the to he 
deported, but there dence that it was proposed to deport him 
to France, where, for certain reasons, he did not wish to go 


Held, that section 1 (1) of the Aliens Restriction Act, 1914, 
the Home Secretary had powe / moka » order for the de pr rlation 
or / alien. whether a political refugee ¢ not, the ugh he had no power 
to name the order the y to which the 
be feported By requlation the lltens Lestriction ( 
tion) Orders, 1916, there given the Home Secretary imme 
diately upon the making of a deportation rder to the alien te 
be put on board a ship and detained there n legal custody " until the 
ship left the United Kingdom, his riaht toa detain the alien longer 
ceased The effect of taking a step hy the Home Secretary might 
well he to deport the alien to country the Home 
desired that he should qo There was no ground upon which the de por 
tation im question mld be reviewed. as it was admittedly 
within of the Home Secretary fo ? the. and was perfectly 
lt tollowed that the rule fo; 

discharge d 


1914, 


and provis 


section 1 


His Majesty 
on ion may he made hy 


de partation of aliens from the 


against a Frenchman of 
1907. The 


ahen was 


sthce 
not specify any particular country f¢ 
was evi 


unde; 


alien should 
onsolida 


in particular county 
12 of 
wis power 


CURE 


when 
SUCH 
, 
whatever Secretary 
order 
the power 
Tequiar in form. 


th: would be 
Decision of the 


one 


certiorari Obtamed by 
Hien 


Divisional Court (reported 33 7. L. BR. 151) reversed 


Appeal by the Home Secretary from a judgment of the Divisional 
Court making absolute a rule nisi which had been obtained by a French 
man of military age, who alleged that he was a political refugee, and 
ought not to be deported to France, and claimed that the deportation 
order should be quashed as bad in that it purported to the 
country to which an alien was to be deported. At the close of the argu 
mei judgment was reserved. 


select 


SWINFEN Eapy, L.J., in the course ef his judgment, said the depor 
tation order was dated 3rd November. 1916. and thereby, in pursuance 
of the powers conferred by the Aliens Restriction Act, 1914, and regu 
lation 12 of the Aliens Restriction (( msolidation) Order, 1916, the 
Home Secretary ordered that Leon Joseph Amand Derais, alias Leon 
Amand Joseph Derais Bouillon, a/ias Duc de Chateau-Thierry. should 
be deported from the United Kingdom The alien in question. the 
respondent to this appeal, was born at Havre in 1875 About 
February, 1905, he left France and proceeded to Belgium, and early 
m 1907 came to England, where he has ever since resided. That he 
was an alien was not disputed. The respondent said that if he was sent 
back to France he would be arrested as having favoured the Royalist 
party. As to that the Court was assured omthe highest authority that 
no action on that ground would be taken against him. Then he said 
that he was medically unfit. But there was evidence before the Court 





on which the Court could not so hold, and at any rate he would be 
examined by a French Board before he was ordered to join the colours. 
The really important point: was whether the Divisional Court had power 
to go behind the order as drawn up, to ascertain if the \oportee would 
be in fact to France, the order being merely that he should be 
deported. In his lordship’s opinion the Divisional Court had no such 
powe! The order was perfectly regular in form; no exception was 
taken to the proceedings, and therefore there was nothing on which the 
h was to quash an order 
form and properly made by competent authority. No doubt 
the language of the Aliens Act, 1905, was in marked contrast with the 
language of the Aliens Restriction Act, 1914, and it was urged by the 
respondent that the Executive Government claimed and intended to 
exer him by virtue of the later Act and the Regulations an 
authority not thereby conferred. The Divisional Court thought if the 
object and intention of the Executive in making the order was to deport 
the alien to a particular foreign untry, they must treat this matter 
is if the order did in effect state that the alien was to be deported to 
France. So regarding it made the rule He did 
follow that reasoning, and he thous the appeal should be allowed 
That was really sufficient to dispose of this but on the question 
whether the Home S retary had power to require the deportee to go 
to a particular place his said : Where a Secretary of State 
makes a deportation ordet in his is a proper 
l \ the ind the kingdom 

the other provisions of the If the alien 

he incurs the penalties provided by section 1 (2) of the 
the other hand, a Secretary of State may (if in his judgment 
do) immediately upon a deportation order, 
alien to be detained and placed on board a ship, and detained 
m board that ship until the shi; the United Kin 
when his right to detain the alien longer ceases It was essential 
due effect to this that the Secretary of State sl 

and determine thé or by thus selecting the ship 

effectually controlled The 


destination of the alien 
clusion at which I although the executive Government 


sent 


rule could be made absolute, the effect of whi 
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regular in 


ise over! 


they absolute not 


case 


judgment it 


to do) leave alien at large, free to leave 


mplving with 


case so 
UPON Cé order 
fails to do so, 
Act On 
if is proper so to making 
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dom, 
to 
uld 


the 


finally leaves 
give 
select 
con 
arr) 
power to order a to any particulan place 
the authority ¢ 
ship, which | 


has no 
vet 


hoard a 


by the alien and place him on 
a ship which the Cove 
ment select, and detair ship finally ve the 
United i lon the re ‘ he allen will be ley ted 
directly After the ship 
vernment cannot any longet 
ild be practical difficulty in the 
the port for which she i 
appeal w 1] f and the order of the Divisional! 
sed ne } rt 1 ee rari should be discharged 
PIcKFoRD and Pa judgments to the same 
\ stay pending appea Lords refused.—Covun 
for t ippellant, S | K.C., and Branson; fo 
nt, /tau Ward SOLICITOR 
Hl 


[Reported ‘ trip. B 
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SAll 


I. 
makes 
er 


was 
the responds farrington 
lyre ury NSoticit 


rrieter at-law.] 


REX v~. COMMANDING OFFICER OF THE 30th BATTALION, 
MIDDLESEX REGIMENT. Ex parte FREYBERGER. No. 2 
20th March. 


\LIEN—-BRITISH 
JORITY ABSENTEE FROM 
AGE IN TIME War—RI! 
1g 15—BritisuH Nati 
, & 5 Geo. 5, c. 17 l 
c. 104), s. 1 

n 14 l / 
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British 

under the law of any foreiqy 

such 

declaration of alie nage 
British subject 
One F. was born 

In 1916 he 
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46 VicrT. ¢ 
Acr, 1914 
»& 6 CKO 
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SUBJECT OF TrIeNX ATTAINMENT O} 
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Secti 


the 
that any per 


Kritish Nationality and Statu 
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by a court-martial for refusing to obey military orders. Shortly after | 


coming of age 
under 
Act, 1! 
he ‘py 
Court 
not t 


and 


High 


HICKEY 


Lhe plaintiff purchased certain ground rents, subject to the usual 
he, on 12th bruary last, made a declaration of alienage | condition that there should be no compensation or annulment in respect 
British Nationality and Status of Aliens | of any error in the description of the premises. The rents were mis 
laration was refused, and thereupon described, but were substantially of the same value as those to which 
si for habe corpus. The Divisional a title was deduced 
opinion tl it a British subject could | Hel ‘ that the pure haser could not get what he contracted t 
of an emy State during war-time, und was therefore entitled to rescission of the contract. 
titled to make the declaration under ; 


+} tennoht Counsel By clause 1 of an agreement in writing, dated 24th July, 191¢ 
Hild pp. i I f ol se! : 


defendant agreed to sell and the plaintift agreed to buy the pre! 
therein described, being certain freehold ground rents, for £1,40 
had not proved that | title to which was to commence with the counterparts of the lea 
bye ‘ven assuming in his favour | which the ground rents were reserved. By clause 4 of the agre 
that he un Austrian subject, and | jt was provided that ‘if there be any misstatement or error 
er, then the question arose; Was he a] description of the premises, no compensation shall be allowed noi 
» declaration of allegiance to a foreign | the same annul the sak fhe particulars of the property 
tus country an hat State It was said | described as Nos. 1 to 25 (odd numbers), Tunis-road, Shepherd’s B 
h Nationality and Status of Act, | Nos. 1 and 3 leased for ninety-nine years from 24th June, 18 
The same argument arose in Rex v. Lynch | £11 10s. per annum, Nos. 5 and 7, 9 and 11, 13 and 15, 17 and 
N ationalizatior t, 1870. Lynch was a | Jeased for a similar term at £11 per annum, and Nos. 21, 23 and 
1 was under no dis- | Jeased for a similar term at £16 10s. per annum. The sum of £140 
I ome nationalized paid as a deposit From the abstract of title it appeared that 
1 here. | were in fact twelve ground rents of £5 10s. and one of £6, and f 
e British | there were no such rents as were mentioned in the particulars 
here was | each lease a separate rent was reserved for each house. The pl 
Frey alleged that the property to which the title was deduced was 1 
perty which he agreed to buy, but something essentially diff 
he claimed rescission of the contract and repayment of the dey 
defendant contended that there was no material misstatem« 
plaintiff substantially obtained the property he had agreed t 
f the same value: but that. if there were any error or misst 





description, « ise 4 of the contract applied, and the 
not be annulled, and he counter-claimed for specific perforn 
uppeared that the plaintiff did not ask to inspect the leases on 
inquiry as to their contents There was also evidence tl 
ge charged for collection was the same whether it was 
suund rent or a number of small ones, and that the market 
ntially tl ume and independent of the number 
uintiff contended that the misdescripti 


Court—Chancery Division. | ritmeut: to Core. Cocenton (31 Beay, 318) and Tee Boutt 
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nstruction to be m 
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¢ substantially different 
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a certificate as to beer supplied for the whole of the standard year, not 
withstanding that his house has been tied for three-quarters of the year. 

This was an action for a declaration. The plaintiff was a publican 
and the defendants were brewers, from whom the plaintiff during the 
last nine months of 1915 was bound by covenant to obtain beer for sale 
at his hotel. On Ist January, 1916, the hotel became a free licensed 
house, but the plaintiff continued to trade with the defendants until 
November last, when, being desirous of obtaining his beer from othe 
brewers, he gave written notice to the defendants requiring them t 
furnish the particulars and certificate mentioned in sub-section 1, of 
section 5, of the Output of Beer (Restriction) Act, 1916, which provided 
as follows : ‘‘ Any licence-holder in so far as he is not bound by any 
ovenant, agreement or undertaking, to obtain a supply of beer from 
any particular brewer, and who has at any time during the year ended 
31st March, 1916, been supplied with beer by any brewer or brewers, 
shall be entitled, on giving not less than fourteen days’ notice, in 
writing, to obtain from such brewer or brewers particulars of the 
number of bulk barrels of each description of beer supplied, and also 
a certificate or certificates stating the total number of standard barrels 
represented by the beer supplied during each quarter of the year ended 
31st March. 1916, or such shorter period as the supply has continued.” 
[he defendants supplied the particulars and certificate in respect of 
he three months between 3lst December, 1915, and 3lst Mar h, 1916, 
that being the portion of the year in which the plaintiff's hotel was a 
free house, but they refused to give particulars and a certificate in 
respect of the nine months during which the house was tied to their 
brewery. In these circumstances the plaintiff brought this action, 
laiming a declaration that he was entitled to particulars and a certifi 
ate for the whole year and for a mandatory injunction to enforce su¢ h 
leclaration 

Eve, J. 
the sub-section. 
wound by any covenant, agreement or undertaking, 
f beer from any particular brewer’ operate to debar the licence-holder 
from any right under the section in respect of any part ol! the year ended 


31st March, 1916, during which he was bound by any such covenant, 
1 put forward by the 


The question at issue turns on the proper construction of 
Do the words in the first line, ‘* In so far as he 1s not 
to obtain a supply 


agreement or undertaking, which is the contentior 


defendants, or were they, as the plaintiff argues, inserted for the sol 
purpose of preserving any tie existing when the licence-holder contem 
plates giving the notice and of excluding from the transfer ¢ wards 
which the notice is the first step, any supply then subject to such cove 
nant, agreement or undertaking According to the defendants 
truction, the section is limited to licence-holders whose hous vere 
free for the whole of the standard year from Ist April, 191 Ist 
ternative 


March, 1916, or for a part thereof, and in the latter 


effective only for that part of the standard iri ] the hou 

a free house lr} whole object of t particulars and ! t t 
bring about a transfer of the barrelage represented there n 
brewer to another \W n the transfer has |} ! ompileted e 1s 
nothing in the Act whicl npels the transferee bre ! py the 


sions 


sirou 
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i think is very likel the case that. before committing himself t th 

unsfer to the new brewers,the plaintiff and the new brewers must 
me to some agreement for the supply f beer t the plainti 

; ] him in terms from the sect 
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the moment of time to be 
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transfer: they limit the class of trade which may be made t ! 
the notice requiring the particulars and certificate. So f 

rade is free he can btain the parti ulars and transfer his 1 e] et 

another brewer: so far as he is tied he has no such ri } ind T thir 


this mnst mean so far as he is tied to brewers, from whom, were the 
tie he would be entitled under the sub-section to obtain the 7 
ulars and certificate T think. therefore, the plaintiff succeeds in the 
tion. and is entitled to the declaration which he claims It wil 
robably suffice if T make the declaration and reserve to the plainti 
defendants must pay the costs 
Sorictrors, Laytor 
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EWING (TRADING AS THE BUITTERCUP DAIRY CO.) v. BUITER 
CUP MARGARINE CO, (LIM.), Astbury, J. 2nd Maren. 


TRADE NAME—NSIMILARITY—INJUNCTION. 

Where large retail provision merchant, with many shops dv] in 
Srotland tl the North of England, trading since 1904, and well known 
in the trade as the Butter Dairy ¢ 
1 w company about to commence wl lesale trade in a secret process 

! fure of me rgarine, with fh es in London, under the 
iving heard of the Butter- 


sought to restrain by injunction 





ken quite innocently, without ever ha 





up De ( ifs owner f the Buttercup Margarine ¢ (Limi‘ed), 

Held 1) that the injunctio ust go to restrain the defenaants 
/ y the id name 1s f might 8107 t¢ fusion between 
the two businesses, since the defendants had shewn no rea i why they 
dew J should continue to use the word ** Buttere ip r that they 
would lose by hanging the na #, whereas the pa niitt had shewn 
t probability of damage hy it mtinuance ; (2) that the jurisdiction 


is not founded on a fraud or lose of property only 

Hendriks Montague (1881, 17 Ch. LY). 638) commented upon 

Phis was a motion for an injunction to restrain the defendants from 
Sil or carrying on business under the name of the Buttercup Mat 
(Limited) or any name colourably resembling the plaintiff's 


trade name, or otherwis irrving on business under any description 
lculated to produce the belief that the defendant mpany’s business 
that of the plaintiff or a branch or department thereof It was 
agreed to treat the motion as the trial of the action Che facts were 
Che plaintiff bu . that of a wholesale and retail 
provision merchant in Scotland, and in 1904 he began opent retail 
hoy for butter, margarine, &c., carrying a large retail business 
1 the trade name of tl} Buttercup Dairy C He had a great 
number of shoy ' Scot] | d the North of 1] land His 
tur rw er ] na ime " kt vn to tl public 
t B I p Compa H i re bought 1 trace ne 
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| deed or 


28th April, 1904. The marriage was not happy, and in August, 1906, 
the petitioner left the respondent, and went to live with her people 
On 13th January, 1908, the parties entered into a deed of separation 
which provided, inter alia, that they should live separate and apart 
and that neither of them should require or compel or attempt to comp 


| the other to return to cohabitation by legal proceedings for restitution 


of conjugal rights or otherwise. The wife had separate estate, and a 
fund under the separation agreement was furnished by her. She made 
regular payments under it. On 26th July, 1910, the respondent wrote 
asking to return. The petitioner was not then willing to do 
Later she wished to return, and wrote to her husband to that effe 
Respondent wrote a reply refusing to return, and had not set up tl! 
defended the Counsel, after calling the petitior 
argued that the deed petition. The respondent 
repudiated it by the lelter of 26th July, 1910. He cited Tress v. 7'r 
(1887, 12 P. D. 128), Beauclerk Beauclerk (1895, P. 220), Hardi 
Hardie, and distinguished Kennedy v. Kennedy (1907, P. 49), Batco 
Balcombe (1908, P. 176) 
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New Orders, &c. 


New Statutes. 


Rey il Assent was given to the following 
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| War Orders and Proclamations, &c. 


March contains the following : 


23rd 
in Council, dated 23rd 
Statutory List, under the Trading with 
Powers) Act, 1916, the following name 
Insurance Exchange Building, 433, California-street, 
California 

2. Two Orders of the Ministry of Munitions, dated 23rd 
printed below), relating to Electric Lamp Glass and Spelter 

3. An Order of the Central Control Board (Liquor Traffic), dated 
March (printed below), as to Good Friday. 


The London Gazette of 


lL. An Order 


March, removing from 
the Enemy (Extension 
McNear, George W., In 


San Francis 
Marc! 


92 
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4. An Admiralty Order, dated 21st March (printed below), made 
under Defence of the Realm Regulation 354, which empowers the 
Admiralty, or Army Council, or the Minister of Munitions to make 
rules for Explosive Factories and Stores. 


5. An Admiralty Notice to Mariners, dated 20th March (printed 
below), of an Extension of the Dangerous Area in the North Sea. 


6. A Notice by the Ministry of Food that the following Orders have 
been made by the Food Controller :— 


The Freshwater Fish Order, 16th March (printed below) 
The Sugar (Restriction) Order, 16th March (printed ante, p. 355). 
Copies of the Orders and of all other Orders made by the Food Con- 
troller, printed as Statutory Rules and Orders, and receivable in 
evidence under the Documentary Evidence Acts, can be purchased 
through any bookseller, or directly from H.M. Stationery Office, at 
the following addresses :—Imperial House, Kingsway, London, 
W.C. 2; 37, Peter-street, Manchester ; 1, St. Andrew’s-crescent, Cardiff ; 
93, Forth-street, Edinburgh; or E. Ponsonby (Limited), 116, Grafton 
street, Dublin. 
The London Gazette of 27th March contains the following : 


7. A Foreign Office (Foreign Trade Department) Notice, dated 27th 
March, that additions or corrections have been made to the lists pub- 
lished as a supplement to the London Gazette of 16th February, 1917, 
of persons to whom articles to be exported to China and Siam may 
be consigned, 

8. A Notice that Orders have been made by the Board of Trade, 
under the Trading with the Enemy Amendment Act, 1916, requiring 
two more businesses to be wound up, bringing the total to 431. 


9. An Order of the Minister of Munitions, dated 22nd March (printed 
below), including Wrought-Iron Scrap as War Material under Defence 
of the Realm Regulation 30, and fixing maximum prices. 

10. A Notice by the Minister of Munitions, dated 22nd March, of 
a Modification of the General Permit for dealing in certain classes of 
War Material, dated lst November. The modification relates to the 
price of Second-hand Rails. 


Munitions Orders. 
Electric Lamp Glass. 


Ministry of Munitions of War, 
23rd March, 1917. 


Manufacture. 


1) No person shall manufacture any. electric lamp glass unless the 
purpose for which such glass is required has been approved Such 
approval must be evidenced by one or other of the following, which must 
be quoted by the ordering firm to the manufacturer, together with the 
purpose for which the glass is required :— 

a) Reference to and number of an Admiralty, War Office or 
Ministry of Munitions contract for which the glass is necessary ; or 

(b) A certificate authorising the supply issued on behalf of the 
Minister of Munitions by the Director of Optical Munitions and Glase 
ware Supply. 

2) Manufacturers of Electric Lamp Glass are required to render to the 
Director of Optical Munitions and Glassware Supply at regular intervals 
full and accurate returns of their manufacture and output of electric |Jamp 
glass in accordance with the directions from time to time given by the 
said Director. 


(5) [Purchase and Sale Outside the United Kingdom.] 
Vepnition Clause 


(4) For the purpose of this Order Electric Lamp Glass shal] include all 
glass intended for use in the manufacture of electric lamps except glass 
used or intended for use in lamp caps for insulating purposes, but shall 
not include glass shades and similar accessories. 

(5) All applications in reference to the above Order should be made to 
the Director of Optical Munitions and Glassware Supply, Ministry of 
Munitions of War, 117, Piccadilly, W. 1. , ; 


Spelter. 


1. No person shall, as from the date hereof unti} further notice. pur 
chase, sell. or, except for the purpose of carrying out a contract in 
Writing existing prior to such date for the sale or purchase of spelter, 
enter into any transaction or negotiation in relation to the sale or purchase 
Of spelter situated outside the United Kingdom except under and in 
accordance with the terms of a licence issued under the authority of the 
Minister of Munitions, 
_ No person shall, as from the date hereof until] further notice, pur 

ase or take delivery of any spelter situated in the United Kingdom 
except under and in accordance with the terms of a licence issued under 
the authority of the Minister of Munitions, or sell, supply or deliver any 
such spelter to any person other than the holder of such a licence and in 
accordance with the terms thereof ; provided that no such licence shal] be 
tequired in the case of any sale, pur‘hase or delivery of such spelter for 
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the purpose of necessary repairs or renewals involving the use of not 
exceeding 1 cwt. of such speiter 

3. No person shall, as from the date hereof until further notice, except 
under and in accordance with the terms of a licence issued under the 
authority of the Minister of Munitions, use any spelter for the purpose of 
any manufacture or work except : 





1) For the purpose of a contract or order for the time be ng in 
existence certified to be within Class “ A” in the order of the Mimster 
of Mynitions as to priority dated the 8th March, 1917, and made in 
substitution for Circular L.33 [ante, p. 338. | 

») For the purpose of necessary repairs or renewals involving the 
use of not exceeding 1 cwt. of spelter. 

4. (Monthly Returns. ] 

5. For the purpose of this Order the expression spelter shall mean 
spelter of all qualities, and shall include sheet and rolled zinc, scrap 
zinc, hard spelter, dross, zinc ashes, flux skimmings and zine dust 

6. All applications for licences should be made to the Director of 
Materials (A.M.2.C.), Ministry of Munitions, Hotel Victoria, London, 
W.C, 2, and marked “ Spelter Licence.” 


Liquor Control Order. 


THE SALE AND Suppe.y or INtoxicatrinc Liquor on Goop FRIDAY IN 
ENGLAND AND WALES 


General Order 

We, the Central Control Board (Liquor Traffic), in pursuance of the 
powers conferred upon us by the Acts and Regulations relating to the 
Defence of the Realm hereby make the following General Order 

Ireas to which the Order applies 

1. This Order applies to all ww parts of areas situate in England 
or Wales t which the Defence of the Realm Liquor Control) Regula 
tions, 1915, have been applied 


; °, , , 
Hours dur y wl intoxicating Ligue 1 he sold (jood Friday 


2. The hours durin vhich intoxicating liquor, may (subject to the 


provisions of Article 3 hereof) be sold and supplied on Good Friday in 
licensed premises and clubs whether for consumption on or off the premises 
shall be as follows :— 

a) In such part of the Western Border Area as is situate in 
England, the urs b?tween 12.50 p.m. and 2.50 p.m. and 6.50 p.m 
and 9 p.m. for consumption on the premises, and the hours between 
12.30 p.m. and 2.50 p.m. and 6.50 p.m. and 8 p.m. for consumption 
off the premises 

4) In the Welsh Area and the West Gloucestershire Area, the 
hours between 12.30 p.m .and 2.30 p.m. and between 6 p.m. and 9 
p.m. for consumption on the premises, and the hours between 12.30 
p.m. and 2.30 p.m. and between 6 p.m. and 8 p.m. for consumption 
off the premises 

each of the other areas, the hours during which by the 
| f Article 2 of the Orders of the Board for the said areas 
such sale or supply for onsumption on or off the premises is pet 
mitted on Sundays 
And Article 2 of each « e said Order f the Board shall be read 
as if the provisions of this Article were inserted therein 
Sale sjnrits for Consumption off the Premises Prohibited 
5. No sp to be consumed off the premises shall be sold or supplied 
in any licensed premises or club or be dispatched or taken therefrom 
on Ciood Friday. and Article 3 of each of the said Orders shall be read 
as if the prov-sions of this Article were inserted therein 
Given under the Seal of the Central Control Board Liquor 
Traffic) this twenty -se¢ ond day of March, 1917 
D’ ABERNON, 
Chairman. 
Henry Carter 
Member of the Board. 
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Belgian Relief Work. 


A message from the 7'imes correspondent at Washington, dated 25th 
March, says 

It is announced that Mr. Brand Whitlock, the United Mir 
at Brussels. together with the American relief workers in Belgium, w 
withdrawn This announcement and the official nments with 
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Civil Conscription. 
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cient to warrant it. The Conscript Fathers may conscript in fact 
Another continuing public duty whose mpulse performance has 
been urged is the exercise of the suffrage. The only attempt that has 
yet been made in any common law jurisdiction to establish c mpulsory 
voting has unconstitutional as a of of 
sovereignty Compulsory j ITY rvice has ilmost is 
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juries have. So, too, witnesses have been compelled to appear, and 
labour upon public roads has been conscripted from the beginnings of 
the common law until the present time. Wherever there is need the 
State may, at common law, conscript citizens to form a posse to assist 
in making arrests, to report cases of contagious disease, to extinguish 
conflagrations, and even to serve in permanent fire department 
Attorneys may be compelled to defend poor persons in courts of law 
It is clear that in any emergency, whether one that has arisen in th 
not, citizens may be mscripted to avert danger to the Stats 
Compulsory arbitration, involving conscription for a limited period 
likewise be instituted, as has been done by recent legislation i: 
this country. Nor is there any need for compensation at common law 
for any service thus compelled by the State. 

There are, indeed, no limitations upon the State’s conscripting powe 
it common law other than the State’s need for, or, more accurately 
benefit from the conscription. The benefit must, of course, be so great 
as to outweigh the detriment to the State that interference with t! 
will necessarily cause. In determining the benefit that wv 
flow from the conscription, and hence its legality, the possibility of a 
species of sabotage should be considered seriously The man compelled 
to serve may work positive injury to the State while ostensibly he is 
ing it; ind this is a more likely contingency) he may either 

entirely or perform inefficiently the duties which have thu 

thrust upon him. It may be urged that, although the State ma 
conscript for what is historically a governmental purpose, it cannot 
do so for purposes of historically) non-govenmental business in 
which the State may have engaged. Such a distinction, however, would 
be fundamentally unsound, for if the public interest warrants thé 
carrying on of the business by the State, it may also warrant the State's 
conscription to support it 

The limitations on civil conscription which are peculiar to the United 
States are likewise fe The Sixth Amendment to the Constitution of 
the United States expressly provides for compulsory witness service il 
Conscription to serve the State’s needs is neither slavery 
nor involuntary servitude within the meaning of the Thirteenth Amend 
And although a citizen's right to dispose of his own labour as 
he desires has been construed to be included both in ‘liberty ’’ and 
property,’’ as used in the Fourteenth Amendment, yet conscrip 
tion by the State has never been regarded as a deprivation of eithe1 
liberty or property it general burden, and inures to the 
general welfare). A more intricate question than these is raised by thé 
possibility of conscription by a State for a purpose not in harmony witl 
the interests of the United States. The most incisive example of such 
1 State conscription is the military conscription instituted by Alabama, 
Mississippi, and other States in the course of the Civil War. Such a 
conscription of « unconstitutional. The of this 
situation is presented when the United States conscripts to the injury 

State. In such a if the conscription for the national 
it would have to be to be otherwise lawful), it should be 
notwithstanding the injury to the State. Even in the United 
the certain limit to the individual's liberty is the State’s neces- 
And ‘‘ necessity ’’ may be in the future, it has in the 
past. translated into terms of policy 
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Companies. 
Equity and Law Life Assurance Society. 


xtracts 
ty, hel 


from the statement made at the annual meet 
1 at No. 18, Lincoln's Inn Fields, Londo 


illowing are ¢ 
he above Socie 
March, 1917 
1 he new assurances amo inted to £563,631, under 291 poli 1es, of 
£500.161 had been retained by the Sox« lety. 
The gross new premiums amounted to £351,819. 


The force at the end of the year was 


which 


amount of the total assur 
£11,826,613 
The profit on reversions fal 
Excluding 


inces in 


en in during the year amounted to £74,161 
capital stock of the Law Reversionary Inter 
Ltd., outstanding premiums and interest and cash at bank, tl 


vested at the end of the year to produce £4 14s. ld. 7 


reversions, 


funds were i 
cent 

The cla death 
189 endowment ass amounting 
mortality had been very favourable 

The total funds amounted at the end of the year to £5,234,948 

The expenses of management, including commission, amounted to on! 
per cent, of the premium income. 


£11 11s 


under 184 poli to £226. 842. a 


matured Phe 


imounted 


£149,169 


irances to 


In the House of Comm on Wednesday, Mr. Pemberton Billi 
asked the Prime Minister whether, in view of the privation which the 
poorer classes were now suffering through food shortage, he would cot 
sider the advisability of introducing legislation offering a reward t 
any person giving information which would lead to a conviction fot 
food hoarding. Captain Bathurst : I have been asked to reply. The 
expedient suggested by the hon. member is open to so many objectior 
that I hope that no ground may arise for considering it seriously 


ns, 





























Obituary. 





Qui ante diem periit, 
Sed miles, sed pro patria. 


Done. 


Second Lieutenant Nevile S. 


Second Lieutenant Nevite SAvace Done, Royal Fusiliers, who was 
killed on 10th March, aged thirty-five, was the elder son of the Rev 
William and Mrs. Done, of Groombridge. He was admitted as a 
solicitor in 1904, and practised at 10, New-square, Lincoln’s-inn. He 


was appointed sergeant almost immediately on his joining the London 
University 0.T.C., and subsequently received his commission. ie 
was killed after being only three days in action. His captain writes 
‘Although he was only with us for so short a time, he made a very 
successful start, and won golden opinions at the very first chance he 


had. When the battalion went into action he had a job in organizing 
carrying-up parties,” which were perfectly managed, and we have 
been congratulated on the work done and the way it was done. So 
there is just this, that however long he had lived with us he would 
never have done finer work than he did on the very first day.’’ Before 
the war Lieutenant Done had been an enthusiastic Alpine climber. He 


was a member of the Alpine Club, and said to a friend on the day of 
his departure to the front, ‘‘I feel exactly as if I were setting forth 
on a Swiss climbing holiday, with the thought that, this time, there 
is rather more risk than before. Five years ago he married Doris, 
daughter of Mr. J. R. Woodward, of Erdington, Birmingham, and 
leaves a widow and two children, the 


old. 
Lavender. 
South Staffordshire 


Second Lieutenant Frank A. 


Second Lieutenant FRANK ASHLEY LAVENDER, 
Regiment, who was killed on 14th March, in his thirty-first year, was 
the second son of the late Frederick William Lavender, J.P., and of 
Mrs. Lavender, of Queensville, Walsall. He was educated at Christ's 
Hospital, and was admitted as a solicitor in 1907. He practised at 
Wolverhampton and Walsall. Shortly after the outbreak of war he 
arranged with a brother solicitor to carry on his practice so that he 
might enter the Army. In November, 1915, he obtained his commis 
= in the South Staffordshire Regiment, and went to the front in 

June, 1916. . 








Legal News. 


Changes in Partnerships. | 


Dissolutions. 
Epwarp Henry Coates and Atrrep Brett, solicitors (Coates & | 
Brett), at Wetherby, in the county of York. March 11. The said 


Alfred Brett will continue the said business under the present style o1 
tirm of Coates & Brett. 
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younger of whom is two months 


| Information Required 
| MRS. MINNIE MILLES (Widow of LEWIS GEORGE 
| WATSON MILLES) (deceased).—-To Solicitors and others.—Any 


person or firm who may be in possession of a will signed by the above- 
} named Minnie Milles is requested to communicate with Messrs. Farrer 
& Co., 66, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, London, W.C., solicitors, forthwith. 







General. 
lwal d Pe ham, 


of 


Colonel William Ex Somerset Light Infantry (retired), 


Flax Bourton Court. Somerset, solicitor, senior partner in the firm of 
Messrs. Perham & Sons, Bristol, left estate of gross value £15,436 
Having received no definite reply from the Local Government Board 


as to their protest against the action of the local military represent ative in 
notifying them of his intention to appeal against their 
decisions in a considerable number of pending cases, the tribunal at 
Gillingham, Kent, abandoned their sitting last Saturday. Lord Rhondda 
had urged on the tribunal the importance of carrying on and had 
promised to lay the matter before the War Office. About fifty cases, 
many of which should have been disposed of on 10th March, in 


beforehand 


ur 


are 
abevance 


In a letter to the Times of the 28th inst., ‘‘ Shipowner,”’ writing from 
Liverpool, says: I was much interested to read the letter by Mr. 8. C 
Chambers in your of 12th inst. His contentions seem to me quite 
correct, and I would like to add that the carrying of guns by merchant 
men is so established by custom that even to the present day the form 
which steamers are cleared at the Custom House when ready for 
calls for insertion of the number of guns carried. This also applied 
until quite recently to other official forms required to be used in con 
nection with reporting and clearing at the Customs and registering the 
sale or purchase of vessels by the Registrar of Shipping ; 


issue 


on 


In the House of Commons, on the 22nd wr Mr. G. Roberts, reply 
ing to Mr. Duncan Millar, said : The Board of Trade have now assumed 
ontrol of all the collieries in Great Britain and Ireland, and a Depart 


ment has been set up under the Controller of Coal Mines to exercise 
this control. An Advisory Board representative of the coalowners and 
the miners in the various districts has been attached te the Controller 
It is not proposed generally to interfere in the actual management of 
the undertakings by their owners, who will be responsible to the 
Government for the and efficient working of the properties. It is 
also not proposed to interfere with the mac hinery already set up in the 
vari districts for dealing with disputes The Controller of Coal 
Mines is now dealing with the question of the distribution of supplies 
with a view to securing economy of transport and of consumption of 
coal. The financial arrangements arising out of the control are receiv 
ing very careful consideration, but I am not at present in a position 
to make a statement on the subject 


safe 


us 


In a letter to the 7'imes of the 29th inst., ‘‘ Economy "’ says :—The 
War Office has recently invited members of the Bar, over military age, 
to offer their services as salaried Military Representatives on Tribunals 
in England and Wales, an invitation which has been very. largely 
responded to. The duties which these representatives have to “dis harge 
are of a purely civil character, and involve no military training, yet the 
War Office, when making these appointments, imposes upon the persons 
selected a military rank, necessitating the provision of an expensive 
uniform, which, in the cirftumstances, would appear to be a waste both 


of money and much-needed material ; and more particularly so when we 
ill the fact that at the present time a large number of those appearing 
as Military Representatives before the Tribunals are professional men and 


Josern Epmonp Stacpooie and WILLIAM STAcpooLe (Stacpoole & Co.), | others who have received no such distinetive treatment. but who dis 
7, Union-court, Old Broad-street, London, E.C. March 24. | charge these duties, no doubt quite satisfactorily, in a purely civil 
[Grazette, March 27. capacity. Truly the expenditure may be a smal]l one, but economy in 











THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 
FUND, LIMITED, 
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MOoOORGATE STRAT, LOWYDoW, 


ESTABLISHED IN 1890. 
LICENSES INSURANCE. 


SPHCIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERSB. 
Upwards of 750 Appeals to Quarter Sessions have been conducted under the direction and supervision of the Corporation. 
Suitable Clauses for iasertion in Leases or Mortgages of Licensed Property, Settled by Counsel, will be Jent on 


POOLING INSURANCE. 
The Corporation also insures risks in connection with FIRE, CONSEQUENTIAL LOSS, 
BURCLARY, WORKMEN'S COMPENSATION, FIDELITY CUARANTEE, THIRD PARTY, &o., under 
a perfected Profit-sharing system. 
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SWAN Line, Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before May 5, to sen! their names 
and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to John Askew Dixon ani 
Thomas Wallace, 3, Queen st, Newcastle upon Tyne, liquidator. 

WomMEN Musirion WorKERS LTp.—Creditors are required, on or before Mar 29, to 
send in their names and addresses, and fall\particulars of their debts or claim:, to 
Edith Agnes Bryson, 31, Leinster gdns, Lancaster Gate, liquidator. 

JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY 
London Gazette.—TUESDAY, Mar. 27. 

WILLIAM BLI & Sox, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before May 24, to send 
their names an! addre ses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Arthur Henry Gibson. 39, Waterloo st, Birmingham, liquidator 

MILVERTON GaS Ligut & Coke Co, Ltp—Creditors are required, on or before April 
o send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, 

J E G odland, 4, The Bridge, Taunton, liquidator. 


Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 
London Gazette.— FRIDAY, Mar, 16. 


| . 
. New Age Press, Ltd S. C. Barnes, Ltd 
.. ourt Papers. Lous De Ree ter Co, Ltd Prixham Steamship Co, Ltd. 
Patent Small Rolling Umbrella Co, Ltd Croham Steamship Co, Ltd. 
. . J. & J. King, Ltd Anchor Electric Co, Ltd. 
Suy yreme ( ourt of Judicature. Glydo Manufaeturing Co, Ltd Aked, Parkinson & Co, Ltd. 
m prove sting S ics ‘ ds Cos 8 ors’ ¥ Lt 
ROTA OF REGISTRAR® IN ATTENDANCE ON : - - a Ss Sucpete ane, — —_, _ H umers’ Association, 1 
Date EMERGENCY APPEAL COURT Vr stice Mr Justi € Boekbinder & Sons, (1915), Ltd. Florentine Flooring Co, Ltd. 
ROTA No. 1 NEVILLE Er . 
Monday] April r. Jo Farmer Mr. Churet Mr. Bloxam London Gazette. —TUESDAY, Mar. 20. 
Tuesday - we syne Farmer Jolly ; 
Wednesday ; f Church Goldschmidt Synge Dronfield Coal Co, Ltd Contract Development Trust, Ltd. 
Thurs/ay f mid Greswe!! Leach Farmer Co-operative Banking and Investment Pictorial Printing & Publishing Co, Ltd. 
Society, Ltd Glastonbury Athletic Ground, Ltd. 
— 5 Mr. Justice Vr. Justice Vr. Justice Ambrose & Sargent, Ltd. Mid-Surrey Motor Co, Ltd. 
. I a) ; NGEE PETERSON Slerra Leone Products, Ltd Michaelsen Wright & Co, Ltd. 
Monday April ° . ‘ : , Swinglehurst & Co, Ltd Novera Metal Co, Lt 
meneny a . - ' Carnarvonshire & Merionethshire , Vizo Brick Tile Land Investment « 
Tuesday ...... ' nureh re hin ¢ rea Adv Co. Ltd 
Wednesday ‘ “ pe SVARCS VO, Ine 
ris Ruthin Castle Co, Ltd. Peruvian Cotton Manufacturing Co, Ltd. 
Thursday 0 


The Easter Vacation will commmcee on Friday, I 
fApril 10th, inclusive Phenix Stamping & Enamelling Co, Ltd. Tyne Tug Co, Ltd. 
Bond, Brown & Bond, Ltd Victoria Dyeing, Raising & Finishing Co 
Electra Palaee, Royton, Ltd. Ltd. 
Women Munition Workers, Ltd Minerals Separation American Syndicate 
Manchester Warehousemen & Clerks (1913), Ltd. 
Re -taurant ¢ Ltd London Motor Hire Co, Ltd, 


Che Property Mart ee ee ET See ee 


Forthcoming Auctior. Sale l Fazt ['UESDAY, Mar 27. 


April 1 Messts. Hampton & Sons, at the Mart; Freehold n R ence (see | W sley, Ltd British OfficerafClubsin France, Incorporated 
advertisement, back page, this week) Great Or Mirfield Magonic Hall Co, Ltd. 
talybridge M nic ib, Ltd Rathbone’s Dental Surgeries, Ltd. 
ert Harknes Lock, Marks & Co, Ltd. 
press Tea Store t Mayfair Fas! ions Co, Ltd. 
s St ) te Pryor-Young Wheel Synd cate, Ltd. 
Milverton Gas Light & Coke Co, Ltd. 


Winding-up Notices. ee 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. Winding-up of Enemy Businesses. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY London Gazette. —TUESDAY, Mar. 20. 


os te.—FRIDAY, Mar & . NTERHALTER.—Creditors are required, on or before April 12, to send 
T. F. CaamMpurs & ( Ltr (In Vor TARY LIQurpatTt Creditors ves and addresses, an! the particulars of their debts or claims, to Henry 
on or before April 30, to send their . and addr. ases, and parti rernment bidngs, st. Mary's st, Swansea, controller. 
debts or claims, to Wilfrid Sma nchmbrs, Lowgate, Aull, liqui , I1LD.—Creditors are revaired, on or before Mar 28, to send full particulars 
HAMBLE Kiver LUKE & ¢ I LUNTARY LIQUIDATI litor hte or claims, by prepald post, to J. Walter G. Hill, 9, Bennett's hill, Bir- 
required, on or before Apri ‘ n thelr names " : 
particulars of their debts or ec t rederic W um Davi inst y pay ' 
ment, Or Harold Fitch Kemp, 3 ) tidato London Gacette.—FRIDAY, Mar. 23, 


London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Mar. 23. 


uw P . i : : LTD, —Creditors are required, on or before April 30, to send 
COMPANIE eit na iresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to Frederick 
Womersley King st. Manchester, controller. 


IN CHANCERY 
ULLER Creditors are required, on or before April 30, to send their 


W 


names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to Frederick Womersley, 


AMBROSE & SARGENT LTD, iltors are re lo r before Apri 1, to send in their 7 g st, Manchester ymntroller 
names and addresses, and t vart ei lebt 1 sims, to Daniel Jan ARL Zeiss LonDoN) L?p,—Cr ditors are required, on or before April 24, to send their 
Sargent, 25, Bourne av, Salisbury, liqui nam sand addresses,and par iculara of their debts or claims,to Louis H. Weather- 
HERBERT HANKS, LTD.—Credit rs are required, on or before Apri! 21, tosendin their names ey, 14, George st, Mansion House, London, controller. 
and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Joseph Walter Vincent 
C. A., 6, Holborn viaduct juidator London Gazette. —TUESDAY, Mar. 27. 
= —— Wr as Co, LT! Creditors are requ red, on or before April 30, to send | \errowsky & Co..—Creditors are required, on or before April 23, to se fd fall 
leir names and addresses, and the pariiculars of their debts or claims, to Max particulars of their debts or claims, by prepaid post, to Gerald Henry Warmington 
Michaelsen, 50 Eastchea juidator St. Swithin’'s In, controller 
Percy Trae & Rupeer Lt ! tors P requ on or before May 1, to send - ies 
their names and address t parti rs of tl ebts or claims, to Edward 
McLellan, 6A, Devonshire aq, }i , 
PeESsERS, Moopy, WRAIT i ! reditors are required, on « ore 
May 1, to send their names é reases, and t particulars of their debt 1i ’ : 
! ra t s lebts or > 
claims, to Henry McLellan, 6A Devonshire aq, liquidator - rec itors otices. 
JOHN SAINT & Sons, LT (In VOLUNTARY LigerpaTion).—Creditora are required 
on or before April 16, to send their names and addresses, ond particulars of their if i. 

, 1 . , 49 “~ 2¢ 
debts or claims, to Mr. Lambert G n, The Quay, St Ives, Hunts, liquidator nde r 22 & a. \ ict. Cap. dO 
Last DAY OF CLAIM. 

0 N Ss ( \ » | . 
INT STOCK COMPANII London Gazette—Fripay, Mar. 23. 


LIMITED IN CHANCRRY AunoTT, EDWARD, Grenade st, Limehouse, Milk Contractor May 1 Bond, Leaden- 
F » Beets — hal) st - = 
. Arrey, Henry WILLIAM, George In, Lewisham, Butcher Mayll Hays& Co, Clement's 
ANGLO-NEVADA Co, LTp.—Creditors are required, on ay to send thei n, Lombard st 
| t rticulars of their debts or 4 Jams Wil'lam Lprs, Josern HENRY, Probus, Cornwall Carpenter April?! Hrneock, ' ruro 


names and addresses, a d " ‘ 
McRobert and stephen Oliver, 24, Grainger at West, New lenpon Tyne, liquidators BAIRN*PATHER, GEORGINA, Carlisle mons, Victoria st April 30 Lawrence, Esrex st 


CASTLE STREET PICTUREDROME (OXFORD) Lrp (In VOLUNTAR LIQUIDATION strand 
Creditors are required, on or before Aprit 39, to sead their names and addre sea, and tA NES, RICHARD, Avenue rd, Crouch End, Solicitor April12 Barnes, Finsbury 4q 
the particulars of their debts or claims, to Eraest Auburn Chambers, 15, Dalton st BARNETT, Myr, Lamb st, Spitalfields, Fruit Salesman April 10 Francis & Veneer 
Ma chester, liquidator bi hopavate 

MANCHESTER WAREHOUSEMEN CLERKS RESTAURANT Co., Ltd. (Is Votontary | BaRR, Sir Davip WILulAM KerTH, KCSI, Onslow gens, Kensington May1l Hays 
LIQUIDATION).—Creditors are required, on or before April 30, to send their & Co, Clement's In, Lombard st 
names and addresses, and the particalars of their debts or claims, to Fred Har BATTISCOMBE, CHRI TOPHER WILLIAM, Canterbury, Brewer April 23 Bracher & Son, 


greaves, 55, Cross st, Manchester, liquidator Maidstone 

















